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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1 - 1 8 are presented for examination. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 12/21/2007 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

3. In response to applicant's arguments, the recitation in claim "the instructions for causing 
one or more devices of the home network to perform steps. . ." has not been given patentable 
weight because the recitation occurs in the preamble. A preamble is generally not accorded any 
patentable weight where it merely recites the purpose of a process or the intended use of a 
structure, and where the body of the claim does not depend on the preamble for completeness 
but, instead, the process steps or structural limitations are able to stand alone. See In re Hirao, 
535 F.2d 67, 190 USPQ 15 (CCPA 1976) and Kropa v. Robie, 187 F.2d 150, 152, 88 USPQ 478, 
481 (CCPA 1951). 

4. As per remarks, Applicants' argued that (1) Seki's connection request is received at the 
proxy server 14, not the gateway 10 in the home network, and verification/authentication 
processes are all performed by the proxy server 14, not the home gateway. 
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5. As to point (1), Seki discloses a method and apparatus for remotely controlling controlled 
apparatuses on a home network [ i.e. controlled access to a home network ] [ Abstract; and 
paragraph 0002 ]. Applicants correctly identify connection request is received at the proxy 
server, however, the proxy server 14 is responsible for the home -network apparatus and 
establishes an SSL session for gateway 10 [ i.e. one or more devices of the home network as 
claimed ] [ paragraph 0033 ], including received and authentication of the requests [ i.e. 
receiving a log-in attempt from a remote user and verifying that the remote user is an authorized 
user of the home network as claimed ] [ paragraphs 0135 and 0173 ]. 

6. As per remarks, Applicants' argued that (2) Seki fails to teach or suggest generating a 
network address translation rule associating the Internet protocol address with a port of a device 
on the home network, as recited in claim 1 . 

7. As to point (2), it is rejected for same reasons as mentioned in previous Office Action. 
Furthermore, Seki discloses proxy server transmits command transfer setting request message to 
gateway 10, wherein the command transfer setting request message includes address, port 
number, home-network apparatus identifier, the gateway 1 0 receives the command transfer 
setting request message and retrieves the network address information corresponding to the 
home-network apparatus identifier, and then the proxy server generates address conversion 
information as in address conversion table [ i.e. generating a network address translation rule 
associating the Internet protocol address with a port of a device on the home network ] [ Figure 
9; and paragraphs 0144-0155 ]. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §101 



8. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

( hums 1-5 arc rejected under 35 I .S.( . 101 because ill e claimed in\ entiorr is directed to non-statutory subject matter. As per claim I, 
paragraph oox2 discloses intrinsic evident of carrier \va\ e | i.e. signal | for "a computer readable medium". As such, it is being considered 
as non-statutory subject matter, hails to fall within a statutory category of invention because it is not a process, machine, manufacture nor 
composition of matter [ Please see MPEP 2106 ]. Applicants traverse the rejection, however, an electromagnetic carrier signal, or carrier- 
wave, or signal is being considered as non-statutory subject matter. Examiner suggests Applicants to correct the claims to read "A 
computer storage medium". 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

10. Claims 1-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Seki [ US 
Patent Application No 2003/0018753 ], in view of Hummel, Jr. et al. [ US Patent No 6,584,454 ]. 



11. As per claim 1 , Seki discloses the invention as claimed including a computer readable 
medium for providing controlled access to a home network [ i.e. remotely controlling controlled 
apparatus on a home network ] [ Figure 1; Abstract; and paragraphs 0002 and 0017 ], the 
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computer program including instructions for causing one or more devices of the home network 
to perform steps comprising: 

receiving a log-in attempt from a remote user, the log-in attempt originating from an 
Internet protocol address [ i.e. receive connection request from the remote terminal ] [ ST404, 
Figure 4 A; Abstract; paragraphs 0133 and 0134 ]; 

verifying that the remote user is an authorized user of the home network [ i.e. user 
authentication ] [ paragraphs 0134, 0135 and 0173 ]; 

generating a network address translation rule associating the Internet protocol address 
with a port of a device on the home network [ i.e. address conversion or protocol conversion ] [ 
ST434, ST435, Figure 4B; and paragraphs 0162, 0167 and 0175 ]; 

displaying a graphical user interface to the remote user [ i.e. selection screen displayed 
for remote terminal ] [ Figures 5-8 and 10; and paragraphs 0132, 0137, and 0140 ]. 

Seki does not specifically disclose 

the graphical user interface allowing the remote user to select only content or services 
that the remote user is authorized to select; 

receiving a selection request from the remote user; and 

providing content or services to the remote user according to the selection request. 
Hummel discloses 

the graphical user interface allowing the remote user to select only content or services 
that the remote user is authorized to select [ i.e. determine whether user has access right ] [ 170, 
172, Figure 6; Abstract; col 10, lines 43-48; and col 1 1, lines 1-8 ]; 
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receiving a selection request from the remote user [ i.e. the system user selecting ] [ 
Figure 6; and col 9, lines 14-43 ]; and 

providing content or services to the remote user according to the selection request [ i.e. 
deliver ] [ 178, Figure 6; Abstract; and col 2, lines 53-62 ]. 

It would have been obvious to a person skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to combine the teaching of Seki and Hummel because the teaching of Hummel on user access 
right would provide software protection and license monitoring of application software and 
information files for remote applications [ Hummel, col 1, lines 7-9 ]. 

12. As per claim 2, Seki discloses instructions for causing a gateway of the home network to 
transmit authentication information regarding the remote user to one or more devices of 

the home network after verifying that the remote user is an authorized user of the home network 
[ paragraphs 0156 and 0193 ]. 

13. As per claim 3, Seki discloses instructions for causing a gateway of the home network to 
communicate with the remote user according to a first protocol different from a second protocol 
used for communication between the gateway and one or more devices of the home network [ 
i.e. rewrite the header information of the packet from IP to IEEE1394 ] [ ST434, ST435, Figure 
4B; and paragraph 0162 ]. 

14. As per claim 4, Seki discloses wherein the first protocol is HTTP [ Abstract; and 
paragraphs 0112, 0131 and 0136 ]. 
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15. As per claim 5, Seki discloses wherein the second protocol is a content protocol [ 
paragraphs 0005 and 0105 ]. 

16. As per claim 6, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claims 1 . Furthermore, 
Seki discloses a gateway configured to provide controlled access to a home network, the 
gateway comprising: a first port configured a second port configured for attaching a network 
device of the home network [ 10, Figure 1; and paragraphs 0104-0106 ]. 

17. As per claim 7, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 1 . 

18. As per claim 8, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 6. 

19. As per claim 9, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 3. 

20. As per claim 10, Seki discloses wherein the first network device comprises a 
personal computer or a network attached storage device [ 12, 13, Figure 1; and paragraph 0104 
and 0108]. 

21. As per claim 1 1 , it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 1 . Furthermore, 
Seki discloses a second network device, the gateway being further configured to: receive a 
second selection request from the remote user; and provide services to the remote user from the 
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second network device according to the second selection request [ i.e. making newly request ] [ 
Figures 5-8 and 10; and paragraphs 0132 and 0166 ]. 

22. As per claim 12, Seki discloses wherein the second network device is a webcam or a 
device for streaming audio data [ Figure 5; and paragraphs 0004 ]. 

23. As per claims 13-17, they are rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claims 1-5. 

24. As per claim 18, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 1 . 

25. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dustin Nguyen whose telephone number is (571) 272-3971 . The 
examiner can normally be reached on flex. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nathan Flynn can be reached at (571) 272-1915. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

/Dustin Nguyen/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2154 
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